- lary pow er'lms;gmﬁx:rmendouslzmre_-
“cent years and thas.Russian leaders-could|

hetem tedlouse Tt .o m . - & s
At 2 background session for reponers.

* gence brieling presented Guring the session.

. 10-be-identified, :said: defense minlste:sd-

.f:elds. L 2y
"Doubts Europeans €an’Meet Targét ',

. - pean governments woujd:be-abie-to meet the
-.target,- which -hasn’t been fulfiled-in ‘most
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By WALTER S. MOSSBERG ; =5

Staf? Reporter of THR WALLSTRRET JOURNAL

BRUSSELS—The -U.S.. . claimed- victory
yesterday, haltway through a:two-day meet-
ing of Western defense-ministers,:in, its ef-
forts to get Allied nations to spend mora on
‘conv! enuonal arms.in Burspe.:~

- US. officialsrattributed: the Amerlmn
SuceEss parily to-a gioo erican intell-

‘Ihe briefing’s message was viet mili--

two Senior Pentagon officials,.who. declined

the North: Atlant.u: Treaty ‘have
agreed to: formally réattirm- NATO's ‘deci-
sion, n.dopted in 1977540 try to increase each
member. nation's | défense“ ;pendtng. 3%4
year, . after inflations o 1
“In" addition, "U.S.~ and’ hntlsh ofﬂciala
said, the ministers. agreed to_includer lan-
guageina. communiqwe due-today that calls

for efforts beyond the 3% rise by those coun- |

tries able-to afford mere; and sets. new
spending for millta:)ﬂaallm. such’ asair'

3 4.-.-.-—..-\-., .

e rmen vl (e nieeet-o,

. German and British® stffetals’ confitmed:
the decision to realfirm the 3% goal through.
1988 and to spend_ more an facilities. How-
ever, they expressed doubts that most Euro-

nations so far, What's more;-they-described
support for the U.S; positior as half-hedrted
and claimed the Germans-had managed tm
_pare back the figures on-new.facilites,

. . The U.S. officials said the ministers’ de-
cisions came “after’ Defense Secretary Cas-
par Weinberger and other Ametican offi-
‘cials had presented & “exim’” report on the
growth of Soviet military power. According’
to the Americans, the U.S. briefing “had a’
deep and profound’_impact’”on the minis-
ters, most of' whose- governments have op--
posed the 3% targemunmr and unreells-

N ,ea_'.'

) Dxnng the hneﬁnx.mus. sald Soviet
forces “have achieved-the: capacity. for. ex-
tended, intensive combat in the eentral re-
gion of Europe. In addition, the U.S: said
the Soviets are building many-more planes
and ships than the West and claimed .Soviet
weapons pmductjon- eapactty has gmwn 34%

"sued today: and its language is closely exam-
=ined.

) target. especially if bolstered.by language

.be at least a symbolic win for the Reagan

- -erence to-the goal,. lncontrasttolastDe—

since 1970.

W aerten § e e ees

La.-.-# a...v

v
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Mr. Weinberger warned that because ofa
massive Soviet’ arms- buildup accompanied
by 10 years of lagging efforts in the West,
there'is. “unprecedented danoer" ahead dur-
ing the 1980s. . ....f b, *""‘ G

+*The current and prospecuve leadexs of
the Soviet Union;,’~ the Defense Secretary de~
clared, . “ma.y ~be- impelled by their lack of

success-in other fields to turn.increasingly !

to the one field in which they have both con-
fidence: . and. capabmty stark. mmm
Vand military threats,” "5

“qu

s J‘-t’d

3 Axihs:to Convmce

- .
b-'-al

einberge
"« Mr.o;Weinberger's ¢ ainta,ats. this, NATO|

meetlng'wasmiponvm -his'fellow: ministers
to take a ‘more seno:;:’ view' of the Soviet
threat. He also solight: agreement on a very |

large conventional arms buildiip-in*Europed
.as part of the secret defense—"gmdance” for

the period 1983 to.1988%fHat; the Tredting is
scheduled o produce;; swsesantianctires

It won't be known “whstlieF fie Succedded
m these tasks until: the’ communique is is-

Nonetheless, any reafﬂrmatxon ot the 3%

‘treating the figure as a minimum and by an
‘ambitious defense plan through 1988, would

administration, - which is raising defense
spending while European govemments cut
theirsback

‘When he ﬁrst took office in January.
Wemberger himself criticized the 3% target

as an overly rigid way of measuring mili-} =~
" tary effort. Since.then, however, he has
‘come to regard it as a useful,'if mirimal

-benchmark to be used-in. conjunction with;
-specific pledges totake partlcula.r actions to
l.mprove defense. -
.- By contrast, Eumpean mlnisters havent
trled to:hide their disdain-for: the-3% lan-|
- A-‘communique issued - Monday by
Emopean NATO members omitted-any tet‘

icémber’s Eurcpean statement." e

:Insuﬁﬂclent NATO. SnpporL )
1 .Mr.  Weinberger's' case’ was’ backed by
:NATO’s:. military - commanders;- who have
:told the defense ministers that member na-!
tions aren’t doing enough-to maintain the al+
‘llance’s conventional defenses. As a result;
ithey-argue;- the West-is-being forced to rely;
.too heavily on nuclear defensewhich is dif-
~ficult to deploy and. ls negated by S(met nu-

Canadian Admiral Robett H, Fails, chalr

e mee e e

“mian 6f NATO'S military comrm’tee, warned
-the ministers _that NATQ's ¢onventional de-
‘terrent could- belost*entirely oven the ‘niext’
five years ualess spending rises sharply. Ha.
‘urged ‘conerete¥ action to: back:up vague,
pledges of sipport, mcluding xmprovements
in NATO $ wstly air defense system.. { t

caane=

Adm F'allaﬁnmmee reported. that So-
vnet txwpsare g reorganized with added
‘tanks in each unit, that the Russians are de-
,ploying equipment for. added. divisions, and |-

‘that the Red Army.has finally gained. thelo- o

gjstml support ltn 1o, ﬁ it long,.
=j He predicted NATO would grant U.S.xe‘
quests to cooperate with the U,S. forces pro-.

. ;tecting the Persian Gulf by granting indirect

‘ald, such as overfiight,rights, and by. ace,
nvely helping in txmesot crisis.

;x.-th.
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